THE MATERIALIST  CONCEPTION   OF  HISTORY

sciously and in good faith. Though it has to a large
extent furthered economic research, it has been a check
on the understanding of history and causes historical
research to stray into a blind alley that leads nowhere.1

1 Benedetto Croce who treats the Materialist Conception of History
with gentleness, partly from respect for the important part which Marx's
work and his endeavours fulfilled in the history of our time, says repeatedly
that this conception is neither a new philosophy of history nor a new method
of thought applied to history, but is merely an exhortation to pay more
attention to the economic basis in order better to understand the historical
developments. Cf. Benedetto Croce, II Materialismo Storico e V Economic*
Marxista (Ban, 1910), p. 70.

If this were the case, nobody would object.   Friedrich Engels said, in
fact, in the letter quoted on page 104, that " Marx and he had in their
polemics sometimes exaggerated their assertions.    They never imagined
they were putting forth a formula by which all historical events could be
explained ; if this were possible, the comprehension of a historical period
would be as easy as the solution of a simple equation."   These are indeed
very reasonable words;  it is even possible that, being a man of different
moods and of no solid foundations as a thinker, Engels really thought so
for a moment.    Unfortunately the numerous passages from Marx's and
Engels' works, quoted in this study, reveal a very different opinion.   And
even if Marx and Engels had confined their theory within such reasonable
bounds,  these have long been overstepped in the  system   which  their
adherents have erected upon the basis of their theory.   Countless laymen
and not a few historians and sociologists do indeed believe that Marx's
formula offers them a clue to the perfect understanding of all history.   There
are no longer any secrets for them.    Mr. John  Strachey says:   " The
materialist conception of history marks such an immense advance on any
previous historical conception that to-day many people more or less un-
consciously adopt its general standpoint. . . . The simplest thing to say
on the materialist conception of history is that it reveals hitherto unperceived
inter-connections between historical events . . ." (of. cit. pp. 358-9).   The
American sociologist Maurice Parmelee says in a recently published book,
Bolshevism, Fascism, and the Democratic State t New York, 1934, on p. 49:
" The Marxists endeavour to dig down to the roots of the economic pro-
cesses which are the principal if not the sole causal factors in history and
social evolution ".   The same author assured me that the number of his-
torians who are of this opinion is constantly increasing.
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